Institutions or people can express their political stances or attitudes toward a specific topic if they keep using some words rather than others repetitively and consistently. This study uses the corpus linguistic technique of frequency to examine the influence of the country where the newspaper is published on its agenda and coverage using a corpus of about 7 million words of news articles about Libya and Qaddafi in the Guardian (Britain) and the New York Times (the U.S.) from 2009 to 2013. The compiled corpus is divided into three time periods, namely: before, during, and after the 2011 Arab uprisings. The analysis shows that the two newspapers had different news foci/themes in the three investigated time periods, and that they are influenced by the stock of ideas circulating in the culture in which they are working. Both newspapers covered more news of events that draw the attention of the people of the countries where they are located and published. The paper concludes that there is a strong relationship between media and politics where media is a central arena for viewing the political events.
to have longer and more detailed articles than tabloid (Douglas, 2009 ).
The corpus used in this study is originally built to investigate the representation of the former Libyan regime of Qaddafi before and after the 2011 Libyan uprisings. Libya is selected as a focus of this study because its leader, Qaddafi, ruled the country for almost four decades that resulted in UN sanctions and Libya's status as a pariah state. Libya is different because it is one of the wealthiest countries in the world, but still its internal situation is poor. Libya and Qaddafi are indeterminate objects in both Arab and global ideologies; Qaddafi is a self-produced object, and the country is both ideal and anomalous in Arab discourse, and this makes them fruitful topics for further investigation.
The query terms chosen to compile the corpus are Libya*, Qaddafi, and some Libyan cities, namely Benghazi, Tripoli, and Sirt. The compiled articles were then divided into three periods, namely: before, during, and after the uprisings. Period 1 (before the uprisings) spans from January 2009 to December 2010. Period 2 (during the uprisings and the immediate aftermath of the event) is from January 2011 to December 2011. Period 3 (after the uprisings) covers events from January 2012 to December 2013. Looking for the query terms in Factiva between (1/1/2009) and (31/12/2013) in The NYT and The Guardian resulted in 8793 articles with a total word count of 7345100 (Table 1) . 
Data Analysis
This study has two research questions:
• Are there any constant/frequent discourses with Qaddafi in The Guardian and The NYT from 2009 to 2013?
• What are the most frequent topics/themes discussed in news articles relating to Libya and Qaddafi in The Guardian and The NYT in the pre-, during, and post-uprisings periods?
Using the wordlist tool of the corpus analysis software Word Smith 6 (Scott, 2012) , I generated frequency lists for the three time periods in the two investigated newspapers. In the process, the most frequent lexical 25 words were considered as shown in tables 2 (the Guardian) and 3 (the NYT). Tables 2 and 3 show the most frequent words in the two newspapers based on the investigated period. The three columns in each period include information about the word, its raw frequency (how many times it occurs in the corpus), and its normalized frequency (its occurrences per million words). The words that appear in the three time periods are bolded in these tables.
Section 4.1 examines the words that occurred in the three time periods to check if Qaddafi was represented similarly/differently across the three time periods. Section 4.2 investigates the words that occurred uniquely in (a) particular period(s) rather than others to uncover the different news foci in the two newspapers in the three periods.
The Similarities in the Frequent Lexical Words in the Three Periods
Some words, bolded in tables (2 and 3), occurred in the three time periods; therefore, a more detailed investigation is needed to see why these words were among the most frequent in all periods. This is also to check whether there are any constant/frequent discourses with Libya and Qaddafi across the three time periods or not. Going through the common words, it can be observed that Libya and Qaddafi were two of the query terms I used to compile the corpus, which made them to be frequent in the whole corpus. Some of the common words refer to the names of the countries where the newspapers are located and published (British in the Guardian, and United States in the NYT), their style (Mr. in the NYT), and journalism related words (said in the two newspapers). The frequent use of the word British in the Guardian suggests the newspaper's interests in showing how some issues might affect how Britain deals with the national and international (critical) matters. The words united, government, states, American, and officials were predominantly used in the NYT showing how the US officials see and react to different events all over the world.
For the word/phrase to appear in the three investigated periods does not necessarily indicate that it was used similarly in these periods. The word government in the Guardian was usually used in the context of the United Kingdom as the frequent clusters British government, and Labour governments show. Also, it co-occurred with various nationalities such as Scotland, Libya, the U.S, Israel, China, Egypt, France, and Germany in period one; Libya, Syria, and Scotland in period two, and Libya, Syria, the U.S, Algeria, and Scotland in period three as shown in the cluster analysis in table 4. The Scottish government, for example, was repeated in the three time periods mainly in the context of Megrahi, the prime suspect in the 1988 Lockerbie bombing to discuss the decision of his release, sending him back to Libya, and his death there. Some clusters such as the interim government, transitional government, coalition government, and rebel government began to appear on the surface in 2011 after the outbreak of the uprisings in the Arab region, and this suggests that a change in the status quo ocurred somewhere. In the third period, similar clusters to the ones observed in period 2 were found, in addition to some other clusters that suggest the establishment of new/unity governments. The Syrian government ranked 3rd as most of the main Arab protests have overthrown the presidents by that time except in Syria where civil war is still going on.
The word Mr was mentioned frequently in the NYT as the newspaper uses it as a title term for male characters regardless their positions as table 5 shows. Based on the corpus analysis, it was rare in the NYT to observe names of people without preceding them with titles such as Mr, Mrs, president, colonel, prime minister and others. Table 5 contains the names of some people who were considered prominent in the investigated period (2009) (2010) (2011) (2012) (2013) in the Libyan-US context. Megrahi, the prime suspect in the Lockerbie bombing was the most frequent person in period 1. Some other names which are related to the same case were also frequently mentioned such as Brown, Britain's former PM, and MacAskill, Scotland's Justice Secretary. In 2011, the names of some Arab presidents whose countries were mainly involved in the protests were mentioned, such as Assad, Mubarak, Qaddafi, and Saleh. Qaddafi ranked 6th in period 2 though he was one of the query terms because he was referred to, in the majority of cases, as Colonel Qaddafi. In period 3, Obama and his republican rival in the US presidential election, Romeny, were mentioned frequently. The president Assad of Syria, and Mohammed Morsi, the first elected president in Egypt after the 2011 uprisings, were the most frequent Arabs in period 3.
In order to get a general idea about the representation of Qaddafi in the two newspapers, and check whether there are any constant discourses with him in the three periods, I carried out a cluster analysis for the common word Qaddafi in the two newspapers as table 6 shows. The cluster size is selected to be between 2 and 5 words, and the minimum frequency is set as 5. The cluster analysis of Qaddafi in the two newspapers showed that the cluster of Qaddafi regime was not found in period 1, and only began to appear in period 2. To check with which countries the word regime was used in the investigated corpus, I carried out a cluster analysis with a minimum frequency of 5 for regime in the two newspapers (table 7) . I only considered the clusters that contain names of countries or people. Table 7 shows that no clusters appeared in the NYT's list in period 1, while the Libyan regime was mentioned only 6 times in the Guardian. However, some clusters related to Libya and Syria, and Qaddafi and Assad began to appear in period 2, and continued to appear in period 3. This suggests that different discourses are employed in periods 2 and 3 in contrast with period 1. The clusters in period 3 also suggest that the focus moved from Libya towards Syria due to the ongoing civil war there.
Based on the cluster analysis above for the words Qaddafi and regime, there seems to be a shift in the representation of Qaddafi after the outbreak of the Arab uprisings.
The Differences in the Frequent Lexical Words in the Three Periods (Unique words)
In order to uncover the different news foci in the Guardian and the NYT in the three time periods, I examined the most frequent unique words, i.e., the words that occurred in (a) particular period(s) other than others as shown in table 8. space for secondary voices. This means that there will be a space for oppositional reading although the elite source will be given more space and given the final words.
The unique words in the NYT also reflected the type of news covered and preferred by the newspaper in the Libyan co-text; for example Israel was one of the most frequent words in this period because it is seen as the US most reliable strategic partner in the Middle East, and at the time of conflicts, America sides always with Israel (El-Bendary, 2011) providing it with massive and unconditional financial, diplomatic, military and intelligence support. In addition, the Palestinian-Israeli conflict is considered to be newsworthy, and so attracts the media and the public. Some main themes were mentioned in this period in the NYT, namely oil and nuclear weapons. Huliaras (2006) referred to some factors that influence the U.S. policy toward other countries especially the oil-rich ones; mainly the war on terror, and oil interests. Regarding the other discussed theme in the NYT in this period, the newspaper reflected the vital role of nuclear weapons in the U.S. national security policy and how they sometimes determine its relations with other countries (Buchan, 2002) . Accordingly, the focus of the NYT in this period was, to a great extent, in harmony with the interests of the Unites States and its foreign policy. In addition, the two discussed topics, i.e., oil and nuclear weapons are considered to be newsworthy especially when accompanied with some other factors which include socio-economic factors, physical and cultural proximity to home (the U.S. in this case), and others.
Period 2 (2011)
Period 2 is a key phase in this study since the Libyan uprisings that led to the Libyan civil war happened in it. In this section, I examine whether the focus of the two newspapers are affected by the pressure of the international community especially after Qaddafi's "violence" in facing the uprisings and his decision to fight his own people. As shown in table 8, and unlike period 1, there was more coverage of the situation in Libya, perhaps because news organizations generally favor novel, large-scale developments that represent a change from the status quo. Moroever, in Western democracies "news stories containing a conflict, however small, are far more likely to make it onto the pages than those that are simply reports of the status quo" (Phillips, 2015, p. 18 ).
Some of the unique words mentioned in table 8 occurred in the two newspapers, namely NATO, forces, military, and rebels. Putting the foreign news (civil war in Libya in this case) into a domestic context to explain to readers their importance and consequences, both newspapers focused on the role of the international coalition in saving the lives of the "innocent" civilians in some of the Arab Spring countries. To further examine this role, I analysed a unique word that occurred in the Guardian's and the NYT's lists in this period, namely NATO. Before carrying out a corpus analysis for this word, I investigated the main purposes/motives of the NATO intervention in Libya. The legitimacy of its intervention, according to R2P doctrine (Responsibility to Protect, 2005) , is humanitarian, and derived from the international community's right intention to stop or prevent human suffering. Evans (2008, p. 143) points out that "mixed motives, in international relations as everywhere else, are a fact of life". Pattison (2011) argues that the humanitarian motives might be switched to regime change as the intervention goes on. In the Libyan case, the main motive is said to be Libya's major role in global oil markets. For example, Castro (2011) mentions that the "Cuban President Fidel Castro had pointed at the "cynicism" of the West in using the cover of a humanitarian intervention to actually wage a war to gain control of Libyan resources, particularly oil" (p. 309).
To uncover how NATO was referred to in both newspapers, I carried out a collocation analysis, and categorised its statistically strongest 50 collocates (with highest dice score; an effect size statistic which is a measure of strength of association between two words) into three thematic groups as shown in table 9. As can be observed in table 9, the thematic categories of the NATO's collocates in both the NYT and the Guardian are identical; however, in some cases the collocates themselves are different, and the concentration on one particular category rather than another is also observed. For example, when going through the concordance lines, I found that the concentration in the NYT was on Obama and the United States rather than Britain and France as in the Guardian.
Military Actions. In the Guardian, I investigated the statistically strongest collocate in this group strikes, and found that the British enthusiasm and justifications for NATO's intervention in Libya were highlighted. Britain, for example, emphasized that the bombing strikes would not end in Libya until Qaddafi stops "slaughtering" his own people. Britain and France are frequently referred to as the countries that are leading the military actions against Qaddafi. In the Guardian, NATO's strikes are said in almost all cases to target Qaddafi's troops and military sites. NATO was also said to help the rebels to advance in some regions by backing them by powerful air strikes.
In the NYT, I also investigated the statistically strongest collocate targets, and found that the focus was on the nature of the NATO's targets being against the systematic attacks on the Libyan civilians by the regime of Qaddafi. NATO's role in supporting the rebels was also highlighted in several incidents; for example, its airstrikes cleared the lands, and gave the rebels the opportunities to advance. Sometimes, NATO's "unintentional" killing of civilians is justified by saying that Qaddafi's forces mixed with the civilians to protect themselves from the air attacks. Accordingly, in both newspapers, the military action of the NATO is said to be against the Qaddafi forces that kill the Libyan civilians (negative out-group description), and its aim is to protect the Libyan civilians (positive in-group description).
Officials and Countries.
Anders Fogh Rasmussen was the most quoted person in the co-text of NATO because he was, at that time, the Secretary General of NATO. Therefore, most of the official news about the raids on Libya was revealed by him. The collocate Brussels is mentioned since it is the place where NATO's headquarters are. In the Guardian, two countries were saliently mentioned in the co-text of NATO, namely Italy and France.
In the NYT's coverage, more focus was given to Obama and Washington, and so the White House rather than Brussels was portrayed as the place where decisions are taken. In the same vein, the NYT put more focus on the US rather than the European role in supporting the military operations in Libya. It is also reported that the U.S., at the beginning, decided to lead from behind to force the European countries to "take responsibility for protecting their own back yard". This, according to some voices reported in the newspaper, implies that the U.S. is no longer prepared to "offer unconditional defence guarantees" to the European countries if they are not prepared to do more themselves. As a consequence, the European countries took the leading role in Libya. However, after two months, they ran critically low on munitions, and the U.S. intervened and sold the alliance ordnance saving NATO from embarrassment. This implies that the European countries lack a number of essential military capabilities and should spend more wisely on defence. Based on this, it appears that the NYT, by showing the "weakness" of the leading European countries, tended to portray the U.S. as the strongest and most dominant country in the world, and as the one that steps in not only to defend the rights of the third world countries, but also to save the reputation of some other very strong countries. Accordingly, the story of the NATO intervention in Libya becomes a case of coverage that focuses on the US perspective and military interests. Covering the story this way also contributes to sustaining the American people's confidence in their armed forces and political system (Fialka, 1992) .
Consequences and Results.
When investigating how the verb protect was used as a collocate with NATO in this category, I found that it is mainly used in the Guardian in two contexts. First, to emphasize the apparent reason behind the West intervention in Libya that is "to protect the Libyan civilians" (frequent), and second reporting some Libyan officials who claimed that the excuse of NATO's intervention to protect the civilians is fake as scores of Libyan civilians died since the airstrikes began, and the bombing delivered far more killing than before (not frequent). By doing so, the Guardian seems to achieve some core principles of journalism represented here by reporting the different voices regarding the intervention in Libya; the British officials and the international coalition (first context), and some of the Libyan officials (second context). However, although the newspaper provided some space for secondary voices (Qaddafi's loyalists in this case), more space was given to the other party that includes anti-Qaddafi groups and some Western officials. This means that there was a space for oppositional reading (pro-Qaddafi sources), but still the elite sources (pro-international coalition sources) were given more space and had the final words on the topic.
In the NYT, investigating how the collocate support was used; I first thought that it is used in the context of supporting civilians and rebels. However, it was mainly used in the NYT to categorize the countries based on whether they supported NATO's intervention in Libya or not, and the US support for the military operations ijel.ccsenet.org
International Journal of English Linguistics Vol. 7, No. 2; there being praised by the international community. This suggests that the US relationship with other states is not so much a humanitarian one, and that the US news media, as found by Kim (2014) , tend to classify the world countries into specific categories based on their stance towards the United States. The collocate civilians was used in the co-text of NATO in two polemic contexts (concordance 2). First, NATO's apparent role in Libya to protect the Libyan civilians (lines 5, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 14, and 24) , and NATO's airstrikes killing civilians (lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 10, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 25, and 26) although the speakers in the second category are, in most cases, Libyan officials who are loyal to Qaddafi. This suggests that in the NYT's coverage of the NATO's intervention in Libya, some people who disagree with the NATO narrative of the story were reported, providing some balance in the story by introducing the opposing voices. This is according to Phillips (2015) an important way of broadening the number of voices in a story. Moreover, this contributes to having a multiplicity of points of view. At the end, when all views have been taken into account, rational people can make better judgements (Phillips, 2015) .
Concordance 2. The collocate civilian in the co-text of NATO in the NYT
Going through the concordance lines in the NYT, I found that the intervention in Libya is sometimes described as war (concordance 3). For example, some clusters/clauses such as "NATO in a third war in a Muslim nation" (line 2), "NATO coalition's war" (line 3), "NATO war" (line 4), "NATO-run multilateral war" (line 5), "NATO-led war" (lines 6 and 7), "NATO-led air war" (lines 8 and 9), and "NATO's air war in Libya" (lines 10 and 11) were found. This use apparently contradicts the UN Security Council resolutions 1970 and 1973 which were used to legitimatize NATO to conduct the so called "humanitarian intervention to Libya" to uphold human rights by saving lives. I think that the word war was used in the NYT because the European countries and NATO rather than the United States played the leading role in the intervention, and so it seems that other countries' wars can be described as that more easily. In addition, given that the United States' own wars are more likely labelled as "campaigns", "interventions" or other terms (the exception being the war on terror), this word might have also been used to reflect the opposing opinions of the NATO intervention in Libya. Moreover, Libya, the place where the conflict occurred, is a strategic area that is full of natural resources and so many powerful countries were motivated to intervene there. The situation in Libya and the international intervention there is Civilians were killed by NATO within days of the alliance's . ''Only when we had a clear shot would we take it ,'' he said. that the British government's responses to the era of uprisings in the Arab world are criticised for being inconsistent and selective and seen as evidence of unethical foreign policy-making. Similarly, Kitchen (2012) refers to the United States' cautious and contradictory approach to the Arab Spring. Both countries condemned the government violence in Libya, and rarely commented on the brutality in Bahrain, Egypt, Tunisia, and Yemen. Therefore, although newsworthiness is an important factor in determining which news should be covered more, the country where that media operates may have its own preferences about the depth and emphasis of news coverage, especially when the dicussed event is sensitive as in the case of conflicts and wars (Baum & Zhukov, 2015) .
Period 3 (2012-2013)
I now turn to investigate how the post-uprisings period (2012/2013) is represented in the two investigated newspapers. Based on the unique words of this period (table 8), it seems that there is a shift from the Libyan uprisings towards the Syrian case as some words such as Syria, Syrian, and Assad show. This is due to the civil war that erupted there after the president Assad of Syria rejected to step down and his governmental forces committed "cruel" deeds against the Syrian people.
In this section, the unique words regime in the Guardian, and attack in the NYT will be investigated because I found them the most relevant to the Libyan case and the study's overall objectives. I carried out a cluster analysis to examine how the unique word regime was used in the Guardian (table 10). Table 10 . The most frequent clusters with regime in the Guardian Cluster analysis for the word "regime" The Guardian Freq. ASSAD REGIME 104 'S REGIME 72 SYRIAN REGIME 71 QADDAFI REGIME 60 REGIME CHANGE 54 OLD REGIME 27 FORMER REGIME 26 QADDAFI'S REGIME 26 REGIME FORCES 25 AL-ASSAD'S REGIME 16
The cluster regime change was used about 85 percent of the time with the Syrian regime to highlight the demands of the international community for Assad's immediate departure. Investigating how Assad was referred to in the co-text of regime, I found that he was mentioned in a variety of contexts. These include: the Russian support for him, his regime's chemical power and its effect on the region, the sectarian division in Syria, and finally the cruelty and violence of his regime against the Syrian people. The representation of the Assad's regime varied but negativity was dominant in the Guardian, followed by neutrality, with few or no positive descriptions. His regime is described as dictatorial, criminal, brutal, pernicious, and cancerous. Some clusters in table 10 such as regime change, old regime, and former regime were mainly used to question whether the loyal people for the old and former regimes will play any roles in the post-revolution period or not. That was also to highlight the risk of overthrowing the heads of the regimes and keeping their residues in critical positions, so some phrases such as former regime's security apparatus, loyalists, elements, and officials were frequent. It appears that the Guardian, by referring to such issues in the post-uprisings era, wants to highlight that the role of the international community that helped in the toppling of some long-standing regimes is almost done, and it is now the role of the new authorities to restore stability. Also, negatively representing the regime of Qaddafi, and highlighting the atrocities it committed throughout the past 42 years imply that the intervention in Libya that was led by Britain and overthrew Qaddafi was the right decision to be taken to save the innocent Libyan civilians. Accordingly, the focus was not only on the conflict arena at the time of the crisis, but also on the causes of how the conflict arose in the first place (oppression, suppression, and lacks of human rights). Hällgren (2012) argues that if news reporting dedicated some room for understanding the cultural context of the place where the conflict happens, some acts of the parties taking part in the war may become more understandable.
In the NYT, to investigate how the unique word attack was used, I carried out a collocation analysis, and examined the statistically strongest collocates (table 11) .
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International Journal of English Linguistics Vol. 7, No. 2; Carrying out a concordance analysis for these collocates, I found that most of them are related to the Benghazi attack that took place on the evening of September 11th, 2012, and targeted the American diplomatic compound. The attack resulted in killing the US ambassador and three other officials. Although there were different bombings and crimes in the post-Qaddafi era, this particular event was privileged in the NYT and a detailed and long coverage was dedicated to it, probably because it is salient to the newspaper's main targeted audience (US People). Moroever, the power of the United States and its symbolic role in the region played an important role in giving the attack such particular resonance, and so much coverage was dedicated to this story not because of its relevance to the security situation in Libya but perhaps because of its reflections and consequences on the other "Western" countries that have embassies in the Arab region in general and the Arab Spring countries in particular. The collocates Benghazi and consulate refer to the place and the targeted institution of that attack. To see how the event was described, I first examined how the verb carried was used, and found that there was no clear reference to the person/group that carried out the attack. However, some different opinions regarding the doers and their relationship to Qaida were covered. The collocate terrorist was used 105 times to describe not only the 2012 Benghazi attack, but also different events or attacks (lines 2, 5, 28, 34 in concordance 4); however the majority of the cases referred to the "brutal" (line 32), "deliberate" (line 10), "organized" (line 8), "lethal" (lines 3 and 27), and "horrible" (line 12) terrorist attack on the US consulate in Benghazi. The attack was also used by the Republicans in the US presidential election to accuse Obama's administration of playing down a terrorist link to the attack to save Obama's re-election chances (lines 23 and 24). The newspaper sometimes concentrated on the time of the attack because it happened at the same time of the New York attack on September 11 th , 2001. Therefore, some expressions such as "September attack", and "the Sept. 11 attack" were frequent (lines 19, 26, and 33) . Other times, the concentration was on the place and the targeted institution as in the clusters: "the Benghazi attack", "embassy attack", and "consulate attack" (lines 7, 11, 15, 18, 24, and 25) .
Concordance 4. The word terrorist in the co-text of attack in the NYT The high frequency of the word attack and some other words in the NYT suggests that the newspaper gives more focus mainly to covering news stories that are related to the US relations with some Arab countries in the Middle East and North Africa rather than focusing on how new civilized societies may be established. To read this from a different angle, the focus on Benghazi is also very significant in terms of the US domestic politics. For example, some US domestic words such as administration, officials, Republican*, and department were collocates with Benghazi and the attack that happened there, and this would suggest how much this was domestic not international news for the NYT. In addition to the saliency and relevance of this event to the American audience, the attack was also densely covered in the NYT when compared to its counterpart (the Guardian) perhaps because the newspaper wanted to highlight that the "US citizens are major victims of international terrorism" (Neumayer & Plümper, 2011, p. 3) not only in their own country as happened on September 11th, 2001, but also abroad. This attack happened at a time of chaos and regime change. Kydd & Walter (2006) groups seek to gain power and political influence in the countries where they are based and abroad. Moreover, the groups responsible for terror attacks usually aim to gain some support from the population (Enders & Sandler, 2006) . In the same vein, it is argued that "terrorism serves as an instrument used by radical political groups which aim at gaining influence on important policies and political control in their home country (or wider region)" (Neumayer & Plümper, 2011, p. 5) . This interpretation might fit the situation in post-Qaddafi Libya as there was a power vacuum that led at the end to violence in almost everywhere in the country. Moreover, Green (2011) argues that the era of the Arab uprisings is seen by terrorist groups as an anti-Western phenomenon. This might explain why some "terrorist" acts against the diplomats and embassies of some Western countries occurred in the aftermath of the Arab Spring.
The unique words analysis in the NYT and the Guardian in this period showed that the two newspapers gave much space to the Syrian case, on the one hand, and the consequences of the Arab revolutions on the other one. The two newspapers referred to the case of chaos that spread across not only the main Arab spring countries, but also the region in the post-uprisings era. Sometimes, such consequences are said to be inevitable linking the Arab Spring with other revolutions throughout history. For example, in Libya and although the country has been suffering from different problems since the 2011 overthrow of the Qaddafi regime, the Guardian focused on the democratic aspect that the uprisings provided people with; holding the first election in the country since about four decades. This might be to legitimise the international coalition in which the UK took the leading position. Similarly, on some occasions, the Guardian referred to the absence of a functioning state in the post-Qaddafi era and how the state needs to be built from scratch, not because the international coalition destructed the infra-structure, but because of the fragility of the Libyan state at the time of Qaddafi that left no institutional infrastructure behind. In the NYT, the focus in the post-Qaddafi Libya was on the security situation and how Libya became a safe haven for Qaida-linked groups. This is likely because the American institutions in Libya were targets for "terrorist" attacks; an example of this is the Benghazi attack on the American consulate that led to the killing of the US ambassador, and was described in the NYT as "brutal", "deliberate", "organized", "lethal" and "horrible". Therefore, and unlike the Guardian, the theme of terrorism continued to be covered heavily in the NYT highlighting how it is a vital matter in the American foreign policy especially in the Middle East.
Conclusion
In this study, a corpus of about 7 million words is used to examine how frequencies can direct the analysts toward news foci/themes. In this paper, I asked two questions, to which I now return:
• What are the most frequent topics/themes discussed in news articles relating to Libya and Qaddafi in the pre-, during, and post-uprisings periods? I examined the most frequent 25 lexical words in the Guardian and the NYT. The common words analysis, which refers to the words that occurred across the three investigated time periods when investigating the most frequent 25 words, suggests the absence of prominent/common discourses with Qaddafi in the three periods. The findings also showed that the discourse of war began to appear in period 2 (2011). Such discourse was not observed in period 1 (2009/2010) where Libya and Qaddafi seem to be reported and represented as any other country and leader. In period 3 (2012/2013), both war and post-war discourses were observed. This supports the idea that there was a change in the way Qaddafi was represented before 2011 (pre-revolution period), and after it (post revolution period). Therefore, it appears that the different types of media during the Arab uprisings brought "critical news and opinion to a broad public, gave voice to the voiceless, built ties between activists and ordinary citizens, and linked local protests into a powerful master narrative of regional uprising" (Lynch, 2015, p. 90) .
After examining the words that occurred in the three periods, I investigated the most frequent unique words in each period separately by looking at the words that only occur in (a) particular period(s) rather than others. The aim behind this was to uncover the different news foci about Libya and Qaddafi in the three periods. In period 1, the Guardian mainly covered the release of Megrahi, while the NYT focused more on nuclear program issues, oil, and Libya's relation with other countries. Therefore, the two newspapers discussed Libya's involvement in some events on the international arena. This period was taken as a baseline and a starting point to measure and assess the newspapers' style and type of coverage in the other two periods. In period 2, the two newspapers mainly focused on the outbreak of the Arab uprisings, and how the security forces in most of the involved countries responded "severely" and "violently" to the demonstrations against the regimes. The situation in Libya was heavily and predominantly discussed, simply because the whole corpus was built using some query terms related to the Libyan civil war. Moreover, given the newsworthiness preferences in the market-oriented media, more coverage of the 2011 Libyan civil war and Qaddafi was expected in this period especially in the days of heavy fighting and when the the Qaddafi forces and loyalists commit atrocities against the Libyan civilians. Examining the unique words in this period, I found that the Guardian and the NYT highlighted the role of the international community in supporting the democratic waves in the Arab world, and NATO's role in protecting the Libyan people, supporting the rebels, and reducing Qaddafi regime's systematic attacks on civilians. In period 3, the two newspapers gave more space to the Syrian case, on the one hand, and the fate of the former regimes' residues, and the consequences of the Arab revolutions on the other one.
In common with Haider (2016 Haider ( , 2017 , the analysis shows that there is a strong relationship between media and politics where media is a central arena for viewing the political events. The political coverage does not occur in a vacuum (Wolfsfeld, 2011) . Also, politics has an impact on the news media. There are different factors that influence the media's tendency to "systematically" downplay or densely cover some events. These include newsworthiness factors, the policies of the country where the media organization operates, and news sources in relation to Western and non-Western countries. Regarding the political aspect, it is argued that the news agenda can be shaped by the state through direct ownership and media sources' control (Enikolopov, Petrova, & Zhuravskaya, 2010) , or through regulating the activity of privately owned media by placing licensing requirements and imposing laws that limit the use of particular forms of expression (Whitten-Woodring & James, 2012) . Although it is argued that media in democracies are in most cases independent from government influence as they mainly care about profit maximization, and have their own institutional biases, this study shows that media institutions operating in democratic societies are not immune from state influence. For example, at the time of wars and conflicts, there are some restrictions in reporting even in democratic states. These can be related to direct government censorship (Roeder, 1995) , and rally-around-the-flag effects (Groeling & Baum, 2008) . Moreover, the state and media preferences may align.
